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DISTRIBUTION. i
Those who advocate the Distribution of
the proceeds of the public lands among the
several States, instead of applying them to
~ the common expenditures of the U, Btates,
rely chiefly on the claim of title. They
 insist that these lands do not belong to the
' United States, but arc the property of the
suveral States—that they were given i
* yrust to puy the national debt incuried by
the revolutionary war, and as that debt is
extinguished, their proceeds now enure o
Lenefit of the individual States, nnd‘cnn-
not, in justice, be applied ta the national
expenditures.

I'o ascertain the soundness of the sen-
timent, recourse must be had to the nation-
al records.  There we have the stipula-
tious on both sides—the conveyances by
the States, on the one part, and the nation’s
golemn p'edge, how they shonld Le appro-
priated, on the other. _ )

That portion of the public domain
which was granted by individual Stites,
was given by Massachusetts, Connecticut,
New York, Virginia, South Carolina and
Georgin, To these six States the Union
are indebted for all the public lands which
lie within the original boundarivs of the
United States.

On the 6th day of September, 1780, an.
terior 1o any of the grants except that of
ew York, Congress passed an act in
hich they * recommended to the several
tates in the Union having claims fo waste
nd umappropriated lands in the Western
untry, & hberal cession to the Unitad
tates of a portion of their respective
laims for the comyon benefit of the U-
ion.®” Sion afterwards, on the 10th day
f October in the same year, they passed

resolution containing a repetition of the
ledge in these words :  * Hesoloed, that
| the unappropriated lancs that may be ce-
“Jded or relinquished to the United States,
by any particular State, pursuant to the
commendation of Congress of the 6th
.y of September lust, shall be disposed of
W the coxnox beacfit of the U. States.”
% ‘Phus the national faith was twice sol-
jnly pledged to appropriate the proceeds
all future grants for the common benefit
§ the Union, and not the several use of
» individual States.
On the 1stday of March, 17580, the state
New York made the first grant ol
VW cstern territory to the United States, by
hmes Duane and others, their agenls, in
rsuance of a previous act of their Le.
slature, passed before the Federal alli-
Ince was (ully perfected. The enactment
as that the territory to be ceded or re-
slinquished by virtue of that Act “shall be
enure for the use and benefit of such
the United States ns chall hecams mam.
ors of Federal alliance of the said states,
nd for no other use or purpose whatsoev-
2 I'he agents recite the language of
his uct and moke the conveyance com-
ensurate with its terms.  Now, to whose
Wenefit did all the right and interest, thus
Sgranted, cnure ! The deed answers to
that of the “United States.’ . The grant
ontains no intimation that any severalin-
rest was ever to vest in tho States, but
xpressly negatives such a claim. It not
ury declares that the title shiall'enure “for
e use and benefit of the United States,”
ut adcs the negative declaration, “and for
o other use or purpose whatsoever.” The
Mblest conveyancer could not devise lan.
. uage more explicit, to vest the title and
: -Eocncds of these lands in the Union, and
~igopel all claim for a several interest or dis-
Arilution.
In the Preamble to this Aet, it is, indeod,
ted as one motive to making the grant,
at whereas tho articles of confederation
id perpetual Union recommended by tha
wmorable Congreea of the United States
I America, have, not proved neeeplabl:
b all the States, it having boeen von-eived
At portion of e, waste gnd vncultiva-

be paid, or they

itain States aught t be appe prel s
common fund for the exp - s of the
ary and the poople of th s S.ate Lzt on
Il ocensions, digposed 1= manifiean th i re-
O Lor their sistor Statos acd earnest dos
i to promote the general welfare,” Sc.

pd Lermitory wathin the limits or <lims of
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their title consequently terminated, I
this construction of the geant were sound
it would not only dives! the United States
of all further claim on the lands granted
by the State of New York, but all others,
il any there were, who should claim title |
under the same conveyonce; and would |
Lie, a8 to that propenty, a conclusive argu.
ment against disteibution. If the giant
were thus lmated, it would be in the noiure [
of a mortgage with power of sale, and the |
titlo to the surplus, which should vy |
unsold after the debt was satistied, would
revert to the grantors; so that ncither the
United Stntes could elaim any turther right
in the lupd, but it would re-vest ckelusve-
ly in the State of New York.  Nothing
could be more fatal to the advocates of
distribution than their own argument deri-
ved from this consideration. DBt the ar-
gumontitsell is groundless, for the terms
of the deed convey the whole to the » U-
nited States,” without limitation or condi-
tion. Fortunately for those Ly whom this
argument is employed, there 1s nothing in
cither of the other grants which luys uny
fuundation for such a sophism,

The next grant, in the order of time, is
that of Virzmin. The Legislature of this |
State, at their geszion held on the 20th of
March. 1783, authorized their delegates in
Congress to grant to the United States the
lands lymng north-west of the nverOhio, in
express compliance with the ubove mun-
tioned recommendation of Congress, ol
Sent. G, 1750, “fnr the coxdtoy densfit of
the Union,” and they enact that the lunds
so granted, except cerlain reservations,
syhall be considered as a comyox runn for
the use aod benefit of such of the United
Stetes us have bocome or shull become
members of the confederation or federal
allinnce, of the raid States, Vieginia in-
clusive, according to their respactive pro-
portions in the gencral charge and expen.
diture, and shall be faithfully disposed of
for that parpose, and for no olicr use or
purpose whatsoever,”  Pursuant to this
uuthority and direction, Thom s Jeiferson
and others, the delegates of that State in
Cangress, reciting the act, convey that ter
ritory to the United States, * for the uses
and purposesuad on the conditions of the
said recited act.”

Nothingean be more oxplicit than this
graat. i first refors ta the invitation giv-
en by Congress, to convey the lands *lor
the common benefit of the Union® The
grant is for the benefit and use ol the Uni-:
ted States. 'Phis would be enough.  But
us il 1o exclude the idea of any distribution
or several right in the States, i itistobea
weommon fund—Ifur the general charge
and expenditure, and for no other use or
purpose whitsoever,”  What could be a
more direct violation of this grant, and of
the pledges given by Congress in 1780,
than the se:ond Section of the distribution
luw, which gives tothe soveral States the
revenues arsing from those lands, “to be
applied by the Legislatures of said States,
to such purposes us the said Legislatures
may direct.”” Monies which, by the clear
terms of the gilt on the one part, und the
national pledge un the other, were sacred-
ly secured as a common fund for the Uai.
ted States for the general charge and ex.
penditure, and xo other purpose, ure aban-
donad. “The States are authorized toap-
ply them to the payment of the salarics of
Stute officers, the support of the poor, the
orecting of jails and court Iwuscg, and any
athier object with which the nation has no
concern, however private or loeal,

The nest cession, in the order of time,
was from the Stte of Massachusetts, pur-
suant to an act of their Legislature of No.
vember 13th, 1738, By -hat act of their
dolegates in Congress were authorized “to
cede or relinquish the land belonging to
that sammonwenlih, lying hatween the ri-
ver Hudson and Mississippi tu the United
States, to be dispused ol for the common
benefit of the same, agrecably to o resolve
of Congress of October the 10th, 1780. ”
To this resolve [ have already adverted.
Its very terms, and those ol this act ol
Mussachusetts, clearly express the mutual
understanding, that the whole shall vest in
the United States, and restrict the appro-
priation of the proceeds L thelr common
benefit,

In May, 1786, the Legislature of Con-
necticut enacted, *“that the delegutes of
this State or any two of them, who shall be
attending theCongress of the United States,
be and they ure hereby directed, authori-
zod and fully e~ powered, in the name and
bahalf of this State, to muke, execute, and
deliver, under their hands und =eals, an
ample deed of release cession of all the
right, title, interest, junsdiction and claim
of the Swute of Connecticut w cerlain
Western Lunds—*whereby all the right,
title, interest, jurisdiction, und claims of
Conneeticut, shall be released and ceded
to the United States in Cungress assem-
ble I, fur the common uge nnd benefit of the
aid States, Connectizut inclusive.” The
convevance thus authorized was made on
the 13th of September following, in terms
1= ample ns these in tho acl; auq cerinin-
Iy ns language evn'd renderthe title of the
ﬁlai!rl‘[ Qigtes e wbsolute and CUI’I"‘""
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From this it has been inferred, that as the | Copnecticut an:

debt inezreed by the revolutionary war is|certdin lands lying within the present
paid, the subjeet of the grant issatistied,so | limits of the latter Btate, known by the
fur as the United States are concerned, & | name of The Gore.

. __

I New York in relation to

Some doubt too, was
entertained by Connectieut, whether the
United Sta‘es might not claym a title supe-
rior to their own, in a tract lying West of
Pennsylvania, and by them reserved in the
cession of 178G. In order to remove the
ol of Conneeticut to the Gore, and that
of the United Stutes to the Western  Re-
serve, Connecticut relensed the yizht toall
lnnds lying West of the East line of New
York, eacepting the Resarve; and sccel
ved from the United Siates arelease of
claim upon the Jatter torritory.  The ab.
olute title of the United States tw the
lands ceded in 1756, was, by thisarrange-
mont, rtified and eonfiemed, snd the claim
of Connecticut ta the Gore
ed.  [Sea laws of the United States, vol,
1, page 485, and vol. I, puge 304, Edition
of 1815,

The Legislafure of South Carclina, on
the Sth duy of March, 1757, passed an
acet, nuthorized their delegates in Congress
to ceda the lands therein described, “0
the United States,” in complinnce wath the
recommendation of Congress of Septems
her G, 1780, “for the common ?u'nf'J'Tf of the
Union," which was enrried into eiluct un
the Oth of Augast fullowing,

Oa the 24th of April, 1302, an ngree.
ment was made by commissioners appoint.
ed by the United States and the State of
Georgia, by which the terms arranged, on
which 'the territory owned by Georgia,
West of its present limits, should ba ceded
to the National Union, The definition of
title is in these words: *“That all the lands
ceded by this government to the United
States, shall alter satislying the above
mentioned paviment of one million two hun-
dred thousand doflars to the State of Geor-
gia, and the granis recognized by the pre.
ceeding conditions, be considered as a
“common fund for the use and Lenefit of
the United States, Georgia included, and
ghall Le faithfully disposed for that pur-
pose, and for no other use or purpose,
whatsoever.”

'I'hieso several grants constitate the title
of the Unit:d Siates in all the western
lands which lie within what were then our
national  boundnries. Had the United
States done nothing more thun silently and
passively aecept those cossions, their terms
are such as would vest an absolute title in
the Nationul Union.  Toere isno wherea
hunt or intimation, that either the lunds or
their proceeds should ever become the
several property of the Stuies. Fo those
who know the terms of these conveyan-
ces, the most hardy insolence is requisite
to enable them to assert thut they convey
any right whatever; present or future, ex-
cept atitle exclusively national.  All are
sulficiently oxpress, but several of them
are guarded, among others that of North
Carolinn, (which alone was made before
the solemn pledges of the nation) with ne-
grative wortls, prehibiting any application
of the proceeds, except lor the common use
and bencfit, "The terms ol all are such as
to constitute o trust for the exclusive use
of the national Treasurv, which can never
be honestly violated. The mere accept-
ance of the lands involved an implied pro-
mise that their avails should never Lo di-
vested from those objects of expenditure
for which the United States are bound to
provide, For this purpose exclusively,
they were given aad accepted. "This alove
would be enough 1o stigmutize cvery act
of distribution as a violation of good fuith;
bueause the terms on which thesc bounties
aro bestowed, are most explicitly stated in
every conveyance.

Dut there is another and exphicit obliga-
tion un the United States not to give away
the proceeds of these public landa, By
the act of Congress of September the Gth,
and October the 10th, 1780, assurances
were given by the nation which bind
furever. Thev first request these dona-
tions “for the common benefit of the Unit:
ed States,” and the secondd promises, that
the lands thus given, “shall be disposed  of
for the common use and Lenelit of the
United States,”  In direct vielation of this

wromise, the second section of the Distri-

ution Law gives the proceeds of these
lands to the Siates, to be appropristed as
their legislatures may dircet. Thus the
trust is wholly abandencd, The lands
are no longer “disposed of for the common
use and benefitof the United States;” bat
are disposed of for the general benefit of
the individual States. [nsteud of upply-
ing them them to natonal objects for which
they have a constitutional right to impose
taxes and raiso revenuz from the people,
give them wholly away, abandon a’l pow-
er of appropriation, and authorises the
Suites to divert them feom every object of
national interest or concern. If this ¥
not a violalion of good faith, witat can be!
So far from being true, that these lands
arc the property of the States and wot of
the United Stites exclusively, and the
proceeds, when they nre sold cannot even
be given to the individual States, so as 10
1o alienate the disposition of them (ronrthe
common use of the nation.

But this argument grounded on the sup-
posed right of the savemsl States to the
proceeds of the lands ceded to the United
States within our original boundaries fulse
as it 1, would, were 1t trug, be ufterly in-
suffizient w0 justify the Distribution Act.

fiAB :J‘L;l.!‘«li]n.
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That Act expressly prescribes; that not on-
ly the proceeds of the lands eeded to the
nution by the States shall be distributed,
but of thosc also which lie within theStates
and Territorics West of the Mississippi,
and in Florida, Dis principles extends
over the immense domain between jhe
Mississippi nnd the Pacific Ocean on the
West, and between the 31st degree of
North lititude and the Gulf of Mexico
on the South. Do tliese vast regions be-
long to the several States, or to tne Union
in its pational capucity? ‘They were
Lought of France and Spain by the United
States, und paid for out of the National
Treasury,  Examine the conventions
madye with Frunce In 1703, and the treaty
tinde with Spain in 1510 and point 10 o
gentence by which this pretence can be
sustuined.  Pilicenmllions and its inter-
csl, amounting o mora than twenty-three
miliions and a Lalf in the whole, was paid
for the purchuse, 1o France; and five mil-
hons with interest, amounting to about six
and a half millions in all, was paid to
Spain; all from the national treasury .-
Do not the proceeds belong to the treasury
{rom which the purchase was made? s
not the ttle of the United States to whom
iowas granted? Their title to the capitol
ut Washington or 10 the navy yards, cus-
wm-houses, and other national property,
I3 not more exclusive,

It thus appears uncontrovertibly, that
the monies arising from the sale of all
these, whether granted by the States or
purchased of foreign nations, belong as
exelusively to the treasury of the United
States s the revenues arising from duties
or direet tuxes. The distribution of the
whole, after being placed in the nutional
troasury, might Le demanded with equal
propriety.

Itis to be regretted that distinguished
men have advoeated distribution on the
ground of the title of the several States to
this portion of the public money. They
deal only in empty declamation, without
daring to appeal ton single document on
which the public title rests. One of the
most rematkable instances of this is the
report made Ly ox-President Adams on
the Veto. He says that “Mr. Tyler speaks
of the distribution as if it was giving away
the propeity. Itis precisely the reverse.
It is vestoring it to its owners.” How rash
and palpably erroncous is this proposition!
It seems to admit no apology when com.
ing from a man so distinguished for his po-
litical koowledge. The Whig Conven.
tion of young men at Auburn, are more
excusable fur uttering the same  assertion,
But politicians reiterate itin speeches in
Congress, in political addresses and news-
paper articles, until poople are deluded by
its perpejual repetition; and made to be-
lieve, honestly, that the proceeds of the
public lands actually belong to the States
and not to the United States,ulthough their
title is demonstrated to every mind of com-
mon sense, whenever resort is had to
the instruments which ereated it. DBut
these are unknown to most of those vast
numbers who assert and believe the er-
ror. | have presented this title, as briefly
ag I could, 1o the public eye, and nsk, with
confidence, whether it is not indisputably
clear.

Not only isthe title clear, but to divert
from theNational expenditure, the procecds
of the lands grauted by the States, is a
violation of the condition on which they
were given, and of the solemn pledge of
the nation that they “should be disposed of
for the common benefit of the United
States.” Not only is their distribution
unauthorized, but pesitively forbidden.~-
Even if considerations of policy could be
urged io its favor, they would be unavail-
ing; as clear condition and solemn stipu-
Lations have nnalterally fixed the appro-
priation of their proceeds.

It las been insisted that the United
States as they existed under the confed-
eration, were nnother and distinet body
politic from tha United States as existing
under the prasent constitution, ard that
upon the dissolution of the former con-
federacy, the rights which thoy possessed
vesied in the severnl States, and not in the
present Union.  This is groundless. The
prominent object was not lo constitute a
uew Union, but in the preamble to tue
coustitution is declared 1o form a more
perfect Union.” The Union is still the
same. Under the confederation the na-
tional faith was pledged to dispose of the
lands, which should be given by the States
for the common bepefit of the United
States and the sixth article of the present
constitutionto remove all doubt as to the
okligation of the United Statos to fulfil
such engagemonts, declares: “That all
debts contractéd and engagements cntered
intn, before the adoption of this constitution
shall Lo s valid against the United States.
under this constitution, as under the con-
federation.”  Each State and the people
of the Uuited States have a right to claim
the fulfillment of that ebligation, and their
claim #8 irrevocably confirmed. The
same right is distinctly recognized in re-
gard to the sale of the public lands in: the
third section of the fourth article. Itpro-
vides that “The Congress shail have power
to dispose vf, and make all ncedful rules
and rogulations respecting the territory
and other propeity belonging to the Unit-
ed States; andnothing in thix constitution

shall Le so coustrued as 1o prejudice any

cluims of the United States.” Lest this
generul power of disposition, and of mak-
ing rules and regulations regarding the ter-
ritory and other public propeny, or some
otlier general provisions of the constitu-
tion, should bo considered as impairing or
varying the tide spocified in the grants, or
the claim to o just fulfillment of the stipu-
latious on the purt of the United Siates,
this confirmation of all existing claims is
inserted in the same clause. The new or-
ganizytion of the government, therefore,
has not abolished, but confirmed the na-
tional title to these lands, and the obliga-
tion to dispose of them ‘for the common
benefit of the United States, as promised
hy Congress, when requesting from the
States these dangerous donations, and as
provided in several decds of cession.—
While the States, by a provision univeasal
in its extent are prohibited from passing
“any law impairing the obligation of cou-
tracts,” Congress is disabled from impair.
ing any obligation of the United States,en-
tered into before the adoption of the con-
stitution,and all public claims are especially
protected from invasion in the exercise of
the power to regulato and dispose of the
territory and propeaty belonging to the
United States,”

I the United States were amenable to
a judicial tribunol, and if an application
were made in equity or other proper form,
for the distribution of the proceeds of the
public lands among the several States,
could any doubt be entertained of the na-
tiondl title? ' If any of the distinguished
Jurists, who, as politicians, say these pro-
ceeds cannot lawfully be yetained .in the
national treasury, were upon the bench,
would they, on.a perusal of the treaties
and other documents which compose the
title,find cither that they never vested in the
United State to whom alone they were
granted; or that the States, by subsequent
events, had become their owners, whan
the title conveyed to the nation is uncondi-
tional and perpetal? Would they com-
pel the United States to surrender the mo-
ney, and not apprepaiate it to the common
benefit of the Union, but to the States to
be appliod to nny other use whatsoever,
contrary to the pledge of October the
10th, 1800, given by Congress? Would
they hold that the national “engagement”
thus assumed under the confederation, ig
not obligatory under the present constitu-
tion, when every such “engagement” is
expressly ratified by the sixth article of
the constitution itself?  And is it right for
an enlightened junst, as a politician,to ad-
vance an opinion which he would condemn
when acting as a judge?

AMERICANUS.

From the Columbus (Ohio) Statesman,
Ruonk Isuaxp-CooNERY-NEGRO VOTING-
Frer Surrrace-NaTuRALiZED CITIZENS,
Therc is hardly n day passes but what
adils some naw light upon the remarkable
doctrines and practices of the federal coon
parly . We are astonished and surprised
that a party holding such doctrines, should
organiZt in a country like ours with the
hope of success—and still more astonish.
ing that they should find as many follow-
ers as they do; but there is delusion in the
world on other subjects than politics; and
we must prepare o mee', and counteract
its errors by exposing it. We find ia the
New York Tribune, a leading daily coon
paper of that city, the following extrasrdi.
nary announcement:

“Ruopk Istaxp.—The voling on the
adoption of the new Constitution com-
menced on Monday, and will conclude to-
day. On Monday Providence gave 918
votes for, and none against the legal Con-
stitution, We rejoice to state that it gave
515 votes for, and only 51 against, allow.
ing colored persons to vote the same as
whites. In 13 towns there were 2,210
voles for, and only 3 against adopting the
Constitution ; the Dorrites consistently re-
fusing t vote, (Huad they done so last
spring. much expense and trouble wonld
have been saved.) In 9 towns there were
1,072 votes for, and 324 against, admit-
ing blacks to vote, and there seems little
doubt that all distinctions founded on color
will be discarded. We trust that the
Rhole Islanders, having learned that a
colured man’s vote will not prejudice the
pullic welfare, even though he owns no
land, will not be slow 1o learn that an
adopted citizen may also safely be trusted
with political power.”

There are some rich whig doetrines in
this paragraph, and they should awaken
even the better part of the followers of the
coons into o scose of shame and indigna-
tion,

In the first placo, we would state that
the suffrage party do not vote at all on the
humbug of a constitution presented to
thew. The voling is, exclusively among
the Algerines, the enemies of a poar white
maa voling st ally and' more especially if
he happens to be a natuealizod forsigner,
who, under this pretended liberal constitu-
tiom, is deprived of & voto. But the Tvi-
bune, this greaf federal codn organ of the
city of New York, whose flag waves at its
mast head for HENRY CLAY, who linlds
negroes in bondage, rejoices that 815 of
the Algerine coons of Providence voted to
permit blacks and mulattoes to “free sul-
frage,” and only 61 could be found to vute
against it!  Yet this very constitution, on

which the friends of Governor Doxr reluse

1o vote elther for or agninst, claiming that
they have olready adopted a cansti

and organized o government under it, but
put down by the Algerings and negroes

combined, prohibit foreigners to yete, tho'
naturalized! And this, the coon papers

tell us, in all partsof the country, is a H-
beral constitution! “All dislinetions, .

ed on cdlor will be discarded,” says the
'Tribune, who ver conc.’w‘z waves the
name of HENRY CLAY at its mast head,

who cldimed negrocs as | in his
Mendezhall speech at Rlcf:lz'::‘lﬂudima.

But the most extraordinary act of sell-
complncency i3 where the ne very
wodestly insinuates to ite Algs breth-
ren of Rhode Island, that, after they have

made the experiment on extending “free
suffrage” to the megroes, he hopes that
they will come to the cosclusion that there
is not so much danger of peraitting for-
eigners 1o vote as they now apprehend!
Try tho experiment of free suffrage on ne-
groes, and, if it works well, then these
foderal coons will discuss the propriety of
extending free sufirage to nataralized for-
eigners, also' Was there ever such bold
and daring insults offered to common sense
since the declaration of Independence
spread its hallowed light upon mankind?
Is there a man in the whole Union, who
happened to be born on the other side of
the Atlantic, where our fathers and
{athers came from, who, after this, would
degrade himself by voling with a party
holding such monstrous and infamous doc-
(rines us these? What say the numerous
and intelligent Welchmen of this city, who
have been in the habit, heretofore of vo-
ling the federal coon ticket? Will they
submit to be placed in a lower scale of

human existence than the negro, or act
with a party that proficrs the right of suff~
rage o the liberated slave, withholds

it from their own kindred blood becausé
they happened to be born in the same clime
as the torefathers of this same anti-

the white man?

terms to which whiggery is 10 submit, in
its n(;w ootlililun;filh i ﬂlt s a po-
itical party: It is even going fiirther than
tHe abolitionists thémse rﬂ;‘% Ohio, have
professed to go heretofore. But: as the
coon orguns have voluntarily pro a
union of their forces, we sappose m.
litionists are delermined to get all out of
them they canin the contract. Will the
whig party of Ohio be satisfied to sustain
such doctrines and siich coalitions in the
contract for dbolition votes? We.shall see,

One word as to thre lideralily of the con-
stitution offered br the Algerines of Rhode
Island to the people of that degraded State.
We copy from the Providence Expross,
which says that it gives some of the rea-
sons why the sufftage party will not con-
sent to the Algerine constitution. Read
and blush for %}-’ It says:

“Although we are decidomz‘ﬂ)p'oud to
the old charter, we have no tation in
saying that we had much rather live under
it some years longer than 1o have the con-
stitution now before the public saddled up.
on us. Our reasons are numerous, 3”'.
will mention a few of the most decisive of
them, in our view against it.

“This instrument establishes a systom
of reprosentation in the Senate so ual
that less than one quarter of the inhabi
ants of the State will elect a considerable
majority of the Senators. Besides, a Se-
nnte consisting of thirty.one members will
go unnecessarily expensive for this small
late. : }
The old Senate is a’popular branch of
moderate expense. :
The pro constitution pretends to
make the House of Representatives a pop-
ular braach, as an offselt o the extrel
incquality above mentioned, but though it
makes it more according to '
than the Benate is. still it is not ¢ )
80 foran adequate offset. __
still extravagantly over and others are ex-
lrav;ﬁnﬂy under represented.

“The combined inequality of represont-
ation in both branches ,(as figures will
show) puts the power of ruling the whole
State into the hands of about one-third of
the qualified voters in the State. This is
certainly no improvement upon the
charter system. DBut the most obj
able feature, perhaps, of this'
ment is an article on '
is 50 contrived that no
ter can over be made without the vote 3

.

cach House of a majerity
bers of each fwice elected
obtained in each; and in addition to th
majorities a vote of three-fifths of all they
qualified voters in the State, voting on -
P : ameudlllmnts.

is article will, in our opinion,
any furthor change in lll?: ) '
represeatation next (o i sible)
can o ﬁjorily of :?ul- onses be i
obtained in fuvor of givi a portion
their own power audslthe’?r‘ou:n‘ interest
that power.” b ‘

The Loadon Morning Chranicle, says
Slave-holders in America make a pmu{:
of feeding swine with the dead bodies of
their negroes.—¥ew Orleans Republi.
can.

-y

The Bank of Augusta has declared a di-
vidend of swo dotlars per share on ils Glpi-
Lstoeks

lican and piratical party on the rights of
These, we suppase, are the degndmp'.‘- 2
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